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Our title-page has already called the attention of our readers to 
the fact that the Journal of Nervous and Mental Disease 
goes forth on another year’s mission with a new hand at the helm. 
But the change, we trust, will not cause our good vessel the 
Journal to swerve a single point of the compass from its onward 
course. It continues to maintain as its purpose the teaching of 
neurological art and science, and the diffusing a knowledge of 
diseases of the brain and the nervous system. No branch of 
medicine is more interesting, more intricate, more mysterious, 
more inviting to skilled research, more essential to medical suc¬ 
cess, and more in need of encouragement than is neurology. 
But in thus setting apart neurology as a special study, we 
are conscious that it is, from certain points of view, scarcely just 
to refer to diseases of the mind and nervous system as a particular 
branch of general medicine; neurology is more correctly the 
warp whose woof is the entire field of medicine ; it is the under¬ 
lying and firm threadwork on which are depicted the designs of a 
multitude of diseases. A knowledge of diseases of the nervous 
system is, then, almost a basic necessity of the scientific practice 
of medicine. From this point of view the neurologist is less a 
specialist than any other specialist; his studies weave their way 
into the profoundest secrets of all diseases. And it is for this 
reason that a journal that is the exponent of the neurologist’s 
studies, reaches to the foundation of every physician’s practice 
and must be of vital assistance to him. It is from this broad 
outlook that we start off our Journal upon the ninth year of 
its progress. To the neurologist the Journal offers a tablet 
wherein he may permanently record his special labors ; to the 
busy general practitioner it offers the harvest not alone of our 
contemporaneous and original American neurological literature, 
but also through our abstract department an outlook over the 
most important contemporaneous neurological work of the entire 
world. 

Essentially American in its history, its spirit, and its general 
make-up, we intend at the same time that our Journal shall be 
cosmopolitan in the knowledge it offers. With this preliminary 
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greeting to our friends, readers, and subscribers, we pass on to 
the work of the year, anxious to win their approval and verify our 
promises. [ w - J- M -] 


Consistent with popular feeling as the verdict in the Guiteau 
case undoubtedly is, it is nevertheless undeniable that there is a 
strong current of professional opinion in favor of the prisoner’s 
insanity. That this current of opinion has yet attained but com¬ 
paratively slight expression, is due to the peculiar conditions of the 
crime and the trial. Science was at first struck dumb by the 
enormity of the crime, and afterward muzzled by popular clamor. 
There are those who believe that the result will be to hang an 
insane man. The legal technicality of declaring him sane will 
not blind the eyes of posterity to the criminal’s real condition ; 
the argument that there are crimes so heinous in comparison with 
the insignificant atom that causes them that outraged society 
overwhelmingly crushes the atom out of existence, will not excuse 
his execution. To hang a sane assassin is but mild punish¬ 
ment for him ; but to hang an insane man who commits a homi¬ 
cide, reflects no credit on the science or on the humanity of the 
legal or the medical profession. That the science or humanity 
of either profession has received adequate expression in the 
Guiteau trial, is open to more than doubt. And it is not a little 
unfortunate that whatever burden of opprobrium is to be endured 
in this respect will, to a large extent, be necessarily borne by the 
medical profession in general. The next generation will blame, 
not the experts in the case (they were the outgrowth of our system 
of expert testimony), but they will blame rather the medical 
opinions of the times that could hang a Guiteau. 

The verdict of the future will doubtless be that the hanging of 
Guiteau was the outcome of a great national wave of feeling that 
carried law and medicinfe tossed as lightly on its crest as a toy 
ship is tossed on a tidal wave. 

We present to our readers in this issue the views of two dis¬ 
tinguished experts, whose opinions, confirmatory of our words, 



